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MARCH 18, 1858.] THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 27 
the true acceptation of the terms of the Nicene confession 
as upon the merits of their respective elections to the epis. 
copal office. The disputes 'appear to have run upon the 
signification of the tirms "substance," or "'being," and 
'bypostasis," or " person," and Jerome, then a young man, 
became perplexed by the dialectic subtleties put forth by the 
several parties which thus divided the Oriental Churches, 
and being then a layman, though probably then contem- 
plating ordination (ashe was admitted into the order of pres- 

byter by Paulinus a year or two afterwards), he naturally 
looked to his spiritual father at Rome, the octogenarian 
Damasus, for advice and guidance as to which party he 
should admit as the true bishop of the then place of his 
abode. As the ecclesiastical historian Dupin observes 
(vol. i., p. 341), " his baptism having made him a son of 
the Church of Rome, he was obliged to own him whom that 
Church acknowledged for lawful Bishop of Antioch." For 
this purpose he wrote to Damasus, then bishop of Rome, 
the letter on which our correspondent so strongly relies. 

With these few preliminary remarks on the personal 
character and history of St. Jerome, we now proceed to 
inquire what is the real weight of Jerome's testimony on 
the subject of Papal supremacy; comparing what he then 
wrote with other parts of his undoubted writings, and 
holding in mind that all his habits and principles naturally 
and almost necessarily represented (not those of the Eastern 
Churches, but) those of Rome itself, in which he had been 
baptized and educated. 

The substance of this letter to Damasus, written about 
A.D. 374, is as follows:- 

" Jerome to Damasus.-Since the east, dashed together 
by the old madness of the people, tears piecemeal the seam- 
less tunic and coat of the Lord, and the foxes destroy the 
vine of Christ, as among reservoirs worn out, which hold 
no water; and it is difficult to understand where the 
fountain sealed, the garden enclosed, may be found ; there- 
fore I have thought it best for me to consult the chair of 
Peter and the faith praised by the apostle's mouth ; asking 
at this time food for my soul from the same quarter where 
formerly I received the garments of Christ. For the vast 
extent of water and of land which lies between us, cannot 
keep me from seeking the pearl of price. ' Wherever the 
body is, there are the eagles gathered together.' The pro- 
digal son having wasted his patrimony, the heritage of the 
fathers is kept safely amongst you alone. There the ground 
of the Lord, with its prolific soil, declares its purity by the 
return of an hundred fuld : here, the grain, drowned in the 
furrows, degenerates into tares and straw. Now the Sun 
of Righteousness rises in the west; but in the east, that 
Lucifer who had fallen has placed his throne above the 
stars. You are the light of the world, you are the salt of 
the earth, you are vessels of gold and silver; here the 
vessels of earth and wood are shut up for the rod of iron 
and eternal fire. Notwithstanding, therefore, your great- 
ness deters, yet your kindness invites me. With earnest- 
ness, I ask a victim of salvation from the priest-the de- 
fence which the sheep requires from the shepherd. Let envy 
depart, let the ambition of the Roman dignity be banished : 
I speak with the successor of the fisherman, and a disciple 
of the cross. I, who follow no primate except Christ, am 
united in communion to your blessedness; that is, to the 
chair of Peter: on that rock I know that the Church is 
built. Whoever eats the lamb out of that house is pro- 
fane. If any one was not in the ark of Noah, he must 
perish in the flood And because for my sins I have 
dwelt in this wilderness which lies on the boundary be- 
tween Barbary and Syria, and could not always seek the 
holy (counsel?) of the Lord from your holiness, through 
so great an intervening distance; therefore I follow hither 
your colleagues, the confessors of Egypt; and among the 
largest vessels, I lie hid in a little boat. I know nothing 
of Vitalis, of Meletius, or Paulinus. Whoever does not 
gather with thee, scatters: that is, whoever is not of 
Christ is of Antichrist. For now-oh shame ! after the 
Nicene faith, after the Alexandrine decree, the west also 
concurring-the new phrase of three hypostases is exacted 
of me, a Roman, by the Campenses, and the chief of the 
Arians. What apostles, I pray, have disclosed these 
words? What new Paul, the master of the nations, has 
taught this doctrine? We may ask what these three 
hypostases are supposed to mean ? They say, three sub- 
sisting persons. We answer that we believe this. The 
sense does not content them; they insist upon the very 
words: because there lies hid I know not what poison in 
the syllables. We exclaim, it any one does not conless 
three hypostases-that is, three subsisting persons-let him 
be anathema. And because we do not pronounce their 
very words, we are adjudged heretics. But if any one, 
understanding the word hypostases in the sense of substance 
or essence, saith that the hypostasis is not one, in three per- 
sons, he is an alien from Christ; and in this confession we 
are united with you, as though we were branded together." 

Now, if this were the only passage in the whole of 
St. Jerome's writings bearing on the question in hand, 
what does it amount to? 

Supposing, as we must do, that he recognized Damasus 
as an undoubtedly true and orthodox bishop, and that of 
the chief city in the world, whose Church had been founded 
by the ApostlePeter, and which washisown mother Church 
beyond dispute, as he had been educated and baptized in 
it, what could be more natural and reasonable than that, 
being himself a mere layman in a strange and distant 
country, when perplexed as to which of these rival 

bishops was the true Bishop of Antioch, and when new 
and doubtful phrases were pressed upon him by those 
whose orthodoxy he doubted, he should turn to Rome 
(considering himself to be, as be states, a Roman) for 
advice and direction? To be in communion with Da- 
masus was, of course, in his eyes, and really, in fact, at 
that time, to be in communion with the whole orthodox 
Church-the chair of Peter, or, in other words, with the 
Church of Christ, of which Peter was the representa. 
tive. He was evidently alluding throughout the whole 
epistle to a communion in the orthodox faith, as opposed 
to the heresy of Arius, and addressing himself to the 
Roman bishop, he compares the state of the two Churches, 
and tells Damasus that now the western Church, not the 
eastern, was the salt of the earth, the light of the world. 
I am not in communion with those heretical Arians, saith 
he; our faith is not the same. But I am in communion 
with thee, for thou holdest the faith of Peter and his chair. 
On that faith, that rock, I know the Church is built, out 
of which Church whoever eateth the paschal lamb is pro- 
fane. Whoever does not gather with thee, by a commu- 
nion in this true faith, scatters, since without this faith he 
cannot be of Christ, and therefore must needs be of Anti- 
christ.. "Jerome here alludes," says the learned Roman 
Catholic commentator, Erasmus,1 "to the house in which 
Christ, with the twelve apostles, ate the paschal lamb. 
And he referred to what we read in the 12th chapter of 
Exodus respecting the eating of the passover. " It shall 
be eaten in one house, nor shall ye carry any portion of 
its flesh out of doors." And again, Erasmus observes in 
his scholium on the passage and words, "' Super illam pe- 
tram." "' Not upon Rome was the Church built, as I 
think; for it might happen that Rome also should dege- 
nerate, but upon that faith which Peter professed, and 
which hitherto the Roman Church has preserved, by which 
alone she has been less troubled with heresies."'& "No- 
thing,"as Mr. Robinsjustly observes, "can begained from 
this passage of St. Jerome, unless by an obvious per- 
version, in applying that to a particular communion 
which Jerome speaks of the Church at large. The 
meaning is plain enough. In the words of Bishop Bilson, 
" Out of this house (meaning thereby not the particular 
Church of Rome, but the Catholic Church of Christ), 
whosoever eateth the passover is, indeed, as Jerome 
saith, a profane person. This is far wide of the mark 
you shoot at ;b or, as it is expressed by Field,e " By 
the name of the Church, immediately going before, is 
meant the universal Church; therefore, by this house 
we must understand that great house within the walls 
whereof the whole household of faith is contained." 

If maturely considered, we do not hesitate to say, that 
this much vaunted letter falls very short, indeed, of es- 
tablishing that Jerome himself considered that Rome 
had any spiritual authority over other Churches, though 
he, no. doubt, looked on the Church of Rome as the 
type of orthodoxy and the guide which he was especially 
bound to follow. Much less does it afford evidence of 
what the Churches of Asia or Africa then believed on the 
matter. It would not behard to prove, indeed, that Jerome 
held opinions by no means those of the whole Church of 
his time, though it is probable that his opinions, espe- 
cially on questions of ecclesiastical polity or government, 
would lean towards those prevalent at Rome, which had, 
as we have learned before, a strong tendency, from an 
early period, to ",lord it over God's heritage" by con- 
verting concessions ofprecedency into admissions of autho- 
rity and jurisdiction,d and, consequently, the evidence of 
Jerome, as a strong adherent of Rome, is of much less 
value on such a question than it would have been had 
he been a native of Antioch, the place from which he 
wrote, and had had no more personal connection with the 
Church of Rome than Meletius or Paulinus had. 

We may just observe here, that St.Jerome, in another 
letter to Pope Damasus (No. 58, see Dupin, p. 348), 
expressly asks his advice with whom he ought to com- 
municate, Meletius, Paulinus, or Vitalis; and it is sin- 
gular enough, that though Damasus pronounced in 
favour of Paulinus, and, by necessary consequence, that 
both Meletius and Vitalis were schismatics, if not ab- 
solutely heretics, Meletius after all turned out to be the 
true bishop, and was recognised by the successors of Pope 
Damasus, if not also by himself, as not only the true and 
great Bishop of Antioch, but as a Saint.e In the mean- 

S['' Super illam petram). Non super Rotnam, ut atbitror. Nam 
fler potest, ut Roma qu-que degeneret; sed super eam fidem, qamu 
Petrus professns eat, et quam hactenus Romana serravit Ecclesia, 
qua non alia minus laboravit 

harewtbus."--Hierom. 
Op. tom. U., p. 91. 

Epiat. Hierom. ad Damasum scholia. 
b Billson on Christian Subjection, p 1, p 88. 
' Of the Church, book v., c. 36, p. 547. 
'Among other things be held that the world would come to an end 

in the year of our Lord 10e0, which wes by no means the opinion ot 
the universal Church inhis time - See Dupin's E. Hlist., vol i ,p. 58. 

* The decrees of the Roman Council he'd under Dam;lsus himself, 
A.D. 369, are blaned by Meletins as acknowledged Bishop of Antioch, 
see Labbe and Coss, Con. Gen. tom. 2, p. 894, and he seemns actually to 
have presided at the great second General Council, that of Constanti- 
nople, held An. 381, which was attended by 150 bishops, among 
whom were St. Cyril of Jerusalem, St. Gregory Nyssen, and St. Gre- 
gory Nanzianzen, see Labbe and Coss., tom. ii., p. 955. Blniuns leaves 
it in doubt whether it was Meletius of Antioch or Gregory Nanzian- 
zen that presided at this Council, (freely admitting that Damasusudid 
not either in person or by his Legates.- Labbe and Coss. tom. it., p. 
968). But Gregory Nanzianzen in his Carmen de Vita sua tells us 
that Meletius preided.-See Greg. Nanz. Opera. tom. ii,,p. 24. 
Blorell's ed. Paris 1630. Seealso Acts Sanctorum of the Bollandists, 
vol. v., p. 597-8, .89 ; and tlhat Moletius is worshipped as a saint may 
be seen by consulting the same Acts Sanctorum, Feb. xil. tom. 6, 
5, pp. 368, tc. 

time, however, Jerome had acted on the advice of Dama- 
Gus, and received priest's orders from Paulinu s! (See Du- 
pin's Ec. Hist., vol. L, p. 341.) 

This epistle to Damasus, however, though often relied 
on by Roman Catholic writers as conclusive on the sub- 
ject of St. Jerome's opinions as to the supremacy of 
Rome, is not by any means either the sole or the most 
distinct part of his writings upon the matter, and we 
must, therefore, call our readers' attention to some others 
of his writings, referring even more directly to the sub- 
ject ; as we hold it to be a sound rule, that as far as pos- 
sible we ought so to construe every author that he shall 
not be made to appear to contradict himself. 

We shall first4refer to St. Jerome's Epistle to Evag- 
rius; in which we shall have a better means of judging 
of his sentiments? because the very point of this epistle 
was one of ecclesiastical polity, whereas the burden of 
his letter to Damasus related, as we have seen, to a subtle 
question of faith alone, or the orthodoxy of certain rival 
bishops at Antioch. In this epistle (to Evagrius), St. 
Jerome reproves the arrogance and presumption of the 
Deacons of the Church of Rome, who, being limited in 
number, had become so assuming as to prefer themselves 
before the Presbyters. In so reproving these deacons, 
Jerome takes occasion to enlarge on the offices of bishop, 
priest, and deacon, and their respective powers, and 
especially declares his opinion as to the comparative or 
relative authority of the Church of Rome. The very 
topic naturally led to the point under discussion, so that 
the sentiments of St. Jerome, when the epistle in ques- 
tion is well weighed, can hardly be mistaken. 

And what does he say ? 
The passages important to the argument are as follow:-- 

" The Church of Rome is not to be thought one thing, 
and that of the whole world another; Gaul and Britain 
and Africa, and Persia, and the East, and Judea, and all 
the barbarian nations, adore also one Christ, and observe 
the same rule of truth. IF AUTHORITY IS SOUGHT FORw 
THE WORLD IS GREATER THAN ONE CITY. Wherever 
there is a bishop, whether at Rome, or Eugubium, or Con- 
stantinople, or Rhegium, or Alexandria, or Tunis, HE re 
OF THE SAME EXCELLENCY, OF THE SAME EPISCOPATE. 
The power of wealth and the lowliness of poverty does not 
make a bishop either less or greater, for they are all the 
successors of the Apostles. But you say, how is it that at 
Rome a presbyter is ordained upon the testimony of a dea- 
con? Why do you urge to me the custom of a single city "r 
And the conclusion of this epistle is in these words :-" And 
that we may know the apostolic tradition to have been 
drawn from the Old Testament, what Aaron and his sons 
and the Levites were in the temple; the same let the bishops, 
the presbyters, and the deacons claim to themselves in the 
Church." 

We might cite further passages to show that St. Jerome 
had no idea of any authority superior to that of bishop, 
and even some which countenance the idea that the supe- 
riority of bishops themselves over presbyters was rather to 
be referred to the custom of the Church than to any divine 
institution; but as we do not undertake to defend St. 
Jerome's opinions, but are merely trying to discover what 
they were, we think we have sufficiently shown that he is 
no witness that the universal Church in his day recognized 
any superior, much less a supreme authority in the Church 
of Rome over all other Churches. 

THE CHURCH OF THE FATHERS OF THE 
FATHERS. 

WE bave often had occasion to inquire into the state and 
condition of the Church " in the days of the Fathers." 
We will endeavour now to go a step still farther back, 
and show the state of the Church in the days of THEIR 
Fathers-the Apostles of Christ our Head. 

Before the world was made, God purposed to create for 
Himself a Church on earth, for the manifestation of His 
wisdom, even to angelic powers (Eph. iii. 9, 10, 11). 

That Church was purchased by the Lord " with His 
own blood" (Acts xx. 28), and Christ shall " present it to 
Himself a glorious Church, not having spot, or wrinkle, or 
any such thing" (Eph. v. 27). 

What God has purposed-what Christ has purchased 
-that is ever accomplished by the Holy Ghost. 

The Church was established on earth upon the day of 
Pentecost, the fiftieth day after Christ was risen from the 
dead, and ten days after Christ ascended into heaven. 

Before that day, we read of "1the disciples" (Acts i. 
15); on that day, we read of THE CHURCH (Acts ii. 47). 

On that day of Pentecost, was poured out the Holy 
Ghost (Acts ii. 1-4), by which THE CHURaH was first 
united into one body (1 Cor. xii. 13), and by which God 
still works out His own will, anil the work of Christ in 
the Church (v. 6), until the marriage supper of the 
Lamb. 

Of that Church Christ was the head. God " gave 
f " Nec altera Romana urbis Ecelesia, altera totins orbis existirrand 

est. Et Glliie, et Britanime, et Africa, et 'ersis, et Oriens, et India; 
et omnes barbara nationes unum Chiisturm adorant, nuam observant 
regulam verituatia. St autoritas quaritur, orbis major est urbe. 
Ubicumque fuerit Epiacopus, sive Roms, aive Euubii, sivre Constan- 
tmnopolia, sire Rheght, sve Alexandrise, srAe Tanis; ejusdem merltt, 
ejuadem eat et sacerdotti. Potentia divitlartm, et panpertatis humi- 
litas, vel sublimiatorem vel inferiorem Epl copum non facit. Cterum 
omnes apostolorum successores aunt. Sed dicis, quomodo Rome ad 
testimonium disconi presbyter ordinatur ? Quid mthi proper untus 
urbis consuetadinem !"--Hier. Op. tom. ii., p. i2t. 
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For that Church Cbhrbspt ded a ministry. I000 years 
ailbre, David hadpr in the 68th psalm (67th Tboay 
Bible), "4Thou et ascended on high; Thou hast led 
captivity captive; Thou hast received gifts for men." St. 
Paul has qpoted this verse in his Epistle to the Ephesiano 
ch. iv., verse 8 ; and St. Paul thus explains the prophecy 
(verse 11); ' And He gave some apostles, and some pro- 

etst, and some evangelist;, and some pastors and 
" How were these " gifts" given at lia aseen- 

"lot? We find the answer at the end of St. Mark*' 
ospl-" And He said unto them, ' Go ye into all the 
wbrld, and preach the Gospel to every creature'. . . . So then, after the Lord had spoken to them, He teas received 
spinto heaven" (Mark xvi. 15, 19). The Christian ministry, 
contained in the commission to the Apostles, was the 
sift which Christ gave to men when He ascended up into 

eaven, after His work on earth for man was finished. 
That ministry was continued in the Charch by those to 

whom it was committed. 
The Apostles ordained presbyters by laying on of hands, 

with fasting and prayer, in every city where they converted 
men, and founded the Church. 

At first the Apostles kept in their own hands the chief 
direction and government of the clergy in each Church 
which they founded; thus the Church of Ephesus was at first 
governed by many presbyters, all equal to each other; 
but Paul came to Miletus, a neighbouring city, and sent 
for the clergy of Ephesus to attend him there, that he 
might hold his visitation, exhort, and direct them (Acts 
xx. 17-88) 

St. Paul concluded that beautiful charge by telling the 
clergy of Ephesus that " they should see his face no more" 
(Acts xx. 38). But hie did not leave them without di- 
rection and government; he sent Timothy to take the charge 
of the Church of Ephesus, and gave him authority to or- 

ain and to rule the clergy (1 Tim. i. 3; i. 18; iii. 15; 
iv. 11-16; v. 1; v. 19-22; vi. 13-20. 2 Tim. ii. 1, 2; 
iv. 1-5). 

In like manner he appointed Titus in Crete (Titus i. 
5-13; hiw. 10). 

That "ministry of reconciliation" in the Apostolic 
Chtlrch is thus described by St. 

Paul--" 
Now, then, we 

are ambassadors for Christ, as though God did beseech 
you by us; we pray you in Christ's stead, be ye reconciled 
unto God" (2 Cor. v. 20)). Thus they exercised their office as God's appointed ambassadors and chosen instruments 
for the putting away of men's sins. 

But we never find that the Apostles, in the exercise of 
this ministry, undertook themselves to forgive sins against 
God. When St. Peter, in the exercise of his apostolic 
o$ice, convicted Simon Magus of sin, St. Peter did sot 
say, "Make confession to me, and I will give you absolu- 
tion," but he said, " Repent, therefore, of this thy wicked- 
aes, AND PRAY Gon, if, perhaps, the thought of thine 
heart may be forgiven thee" (Acts viii. 22); this was St. 
Peter's notion of how he should exercise his power of 
"putting away sins."' 

But when men sinned against the Church by offences 
which brought scandal upon it, there the Church in that 
lace, as well as the Apostle, had power to punish and to 
rgive (I Cor. v. 3, 5, 12, 13; and 2 Cor. ii. 6, 7, 10). 
All Christians were directed to reverence and subapit to 

this ministry--" We beseech you, brethren, to know them 
which labour among you, and are over you in the Lord, 
and admonish you; and to esteem them very highly in lore for their works' sake (1 Thess. v. 12, 13); " Obey them 
that have the rule over you, and submit yourselves; for 
they watch for your souls as they that must give account 
(Heb. xiii. 17). But this was accompanied by a solemn 
warning, that among the teachers and ministers of the 
Church " shall men arise, speaking perverse things, to draw 
away disciples after them" (Acts xx. 30); and with an 
awful direction to all Christians to hold such teachers 
accursed--" Though wv, or an angel from heaven, preach 
any other gospel unto you than that which we have 
preached unto you, let him be accursed" (Gal. i. 8). 

Therefore the original preaching of the Apostles is 
that touchstone by which Christians in after ages are to 
judge of the teaching of the ministers of the Church. 

.In that Apostolic Church St. Peter acted.a very promi- tent part. We find him the preacher on the day'of Pen. 
teeost (Acts ii. 14.40). When Peter and John were 
questioned before the council, we find Peter the ipokesman. 
It was Peter who detected, and miraculously punished, the 
deceit of Ananias and Sapphira; and it was Peter who was 
chosen by God to be the Brsat to admit Gentile cowrerts to 
baptism (Acts x). ut wherever Peter stands forward prominently in the 
history of the Apostolic Church, it is in the preaching of 
the word, and the exercise of the miuistry; not in the mer- 
.ise of authority. 

In the Church of that day, authority was 
eermxse6t 

by 
ti Apostles in common, acting with the counsel of tle 
cUpM, and the consent of the Christian people. 
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*hen a farther, question arose about thine essity of Gen- 
ile Christians keeping the Jewish law, Peter deasied in 
the council " how that a good while go GodmYde bldoe 
among us that the Gentiles by my 

mouthdhoadd hear the 
Word of the Gospel" (Acts xv. 7); but the enteame was 
pronounced by James (vere 19). 

On one occasion when St. Peter dissemled, ad.did not 
act with the same uprightness and U~or in 'declaring 
God's will about the Gentiles, St. Paul "withstood him 
to the face, because he was to be lamed," and reproved 
him openly (Gal. ii. 11-14). 

Thus it appears that St. Peter had no pr-eminence of 
authority in the Apostolic Church. Amthority belonged to 
the Apostles in common; and to that authority, St. Peter, 
as well as others, was subject. 

Yet a great pre-eminence St. Peter had, in being ever 
the first in action and in speech, in .the earliest days of the 
Church. 

Some Protestants have spoken of this as If it was merely 
the natural consequence of his being by nature a more for- 
ward and ready man than the other Apostles. 

We cannot think this a sufficient account of it. 
We believe that the work and position of St. Peter in the 
first days of the Church was fore-ordained of God, and 
appointed and promised by Christ Himself. 

St. Peter's work in the Church comprises two great facts. 
He proclaimed the Gospel, and the opening of Christ's 

Church to the Jews, on the day of Pentecost (Acts ii.) ; 
and he opened the Church to the Gentiles, when be bap- 
tized Cornelius and his company (Acts xi.). 

Of the latter he tells us that God Himself made choice of 
him for this special work. And we suppose the same was 
true of the former also. 

When Christ said " The kingdom of Godis at hand" 
(Mark i. 15), we believe that He had in view the estab- 
lishment of the Gospel Church on earth. When Christ 
said to Peter, " I will give unto thee the keys of the king- 
dom of heaven" (Matthew xvi. 10), we believe that 
Christ intended that St. Peter should open the Gospel 
Church to the Jews first, and after to the Gentiles. 

In this view, the fact stands out in striking light, in the 
divinely inspired history of the Church that when St. 
Peter had opened the Church to the Jew Arat, and after to 
the Gentile, and had recorded and affir:ed in the Council 
at Jerusalem God's cho ce of him for that especialpurpose-- thenceforward that history meriUes St. Peter 'amaore, but 
goes on then exclusively with the history and labour of the 
great apostle of the Gentiles, to whom " the gospel of the 
uncircumcision was committed" (Gal. ii. 7); as if the 
special and peculiar work of Peter was completed in open- 
ing the door to the Gentiles with the keys committed to 
him; and St. Peter wal thenceforward only " the apostle 
of the circumcision" (that is, of the Jews); while the 
apostleship of the Gentiles was now committed to Paul 
(Gal. iL 7, 8). 

We have endeavoured to give a brief, but true view of 
the Apostolic Church--the Church of the aTEasss of 
those whom men call fathers. 

If we have dishonestly or ignorantly omitted any of those 
things which the Church of Rome now hplds essential to 
the being of the Church, let some Roman Catholic priest 
or bishop stand forth and show in our pages those things, 
from the divinely inspired history of the Apostolio Church. 

If none can dare to do so, then let our readers mark that 
the object of all our labours is, to set forth and to main- 
tain the Church of Christ, as Christ and His Apostles established is in the world. 

THE PRECEDENCY OF ROME. 
In discussing with learned Roman Catholics the passages from ancient writers which they rely upon as proofs 
of the supremacy of Rome, it is of much importance to 
bear in mind what is the exact point in dispute between 
us-what it is that we admit, and what it is that our 
Roman Catholic brethren assert, and which we dispute 
and call upon them to perove by satisfactory evidence, 
Scriptural or historical. And, first, as to what Protestants 
admit- 

" Long before the earliest epoch that can be fixed for modern history, and, indeed, to speak fairly, almost as 
far back as ecclesiastical testimony can carry us," writes the learned and judicious Protestant historian, 

Hallam,- "the Bishop of Rome had been venerated as fit in rank 
among the rulers of the Church." 

Whoever considers the greatness of Rome, thea, and for ages before, the capital of the world, its vast popu- 
lation, important and central position, eoamanding poli- tical influence, constant communication with its numetoes 
provinces, and intellectual distinction, can be at no loss to understand why there was coneeded to its bisbops, 
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Apjtles; and the Bishops of Rome very prdently oied theiashe. 
ritanch of whatsoever prerogatives were atributed either 
to the person or to the offee of St. Peter. The Bishops of 
Italy and of the previnees were disposed to allow tem a 
primacy of order and asseeiation (such was theiuvery 
accurate escprPsion) in the Christian ariteeracy. But 
the power .of a monarch was rejected with abbehrrse; and tbe aspiring genius of Rome experienced frna the 
natives of Asia and Africa a more vigorous -resistane to 
her spiritual, than she had formerly done to her temporal, 
dominion."b 

There were many other causes also which oeaspired to 
secure to the See of Rome the primacy, or Amts place, in 
the episcopacy of Christendom; and they are so well 
summed up by an able modern writer, whom we -ave 
more than once referred to in our pages,e that we think 
we cannot do better than transcribe the followivn pas- 
sage-"- Rome was not only the sole see in the' West to 
which tradition assigned an apostolic foundation, but for 
a long period the inflaence arising from this circumstance 
was increased by its freedom from the hermesi by which 
the East was pervaded. Many martyrs had, suaeed in 
this city with wonderful eonstancy and courage. Bisops 
had been put to death almost as soon as they weotin- 
stalled in their office. And when the period of prosperity 
arrived,-there were some who employed their wealdthand 
influence.very beneficially-charitable in distributinadinms, 
and active in meeting the particular demands of theage: at 
one time mitigating the ferocity of the northern invadrs - 
at another, sending our missionaries into the unreclaimed 
parts of Europe. The bishops of the early Church y lbded 
a foremost place to those who would thus promote the 
common benefit, whether by their prominent position or 
the influence of personal character ; but there was always 
a reservation of freedom, both by word and att; there 
was no authority elaimed on the one side,d nor obedience 
rendered'by the other. The civil divisions of the empire 
were, for the most part, followed in the ecclesiastieal; 
not absolutely, because sometimes the will of the pribee, 
and sometimes intrigue or convenience, introduced edif- 
ferent arrangement ; but it was the ordinary rule, sad the 
greaMsass of cities made the dignity of the bishop. The 
very order of the patriarchates is an evidence of the soarce 
in which their distinction originated. Rome stands ab the 
head as the see of the imperial city, in which there 'was 
the great confluence of persons and causes from all parts, 
brought together to the centre of civil administration. 
In the words of M. Bunsen-' The gradually growing 
moral supremacy in the West originated in the poliitial 
position of Rome as the centre of the world, and is the 
instinctive talent of government which has never cased 
to -distinguish the Romans.' Alexandria occupied the 
second place, as being next in secular importance, tAil 
this established order was changed, because Constantinople, 
when it became the metropolis of the Bast, seeered the 
corresponding rank for its bishop. There was no other 
reason why Alexandria should be placed ab6ve Antibh, or Constantinople above them both. It wason no account 
of antiquity that one see was preferred to another, 
fur Antioch was more ancient than Rome,5 nor thriugh 
regard to apostolic foundation, or Alexandria would not 
have been preferred to Ephesiss, Philippi, and other 
places. 

... 
Jerusalem, which St. Cyril calls the mother 

Church, which had ,James the Apostle for its frst 
bishop, was subject to the jrisdiction of Csarea, 
beesaoe it was low in temporal power. As long as the 
Exareb, who was the Emperor's representative, resided at 
Ravenna, the &rchbiehop of that city refused obediete to 
Rome; and while Milan retained its civil greatness its 
bishop was the rival of the Pope; but with their temporal 
prosperity both lost their ecclesiastical independence. 
It was just the same in the Church of North Africa, in 
which, for a time, the Bishops of Carthage exercisedihe 
rights of patrirchs, even before the name came-into se."' 

SDetl, and Fall of the Roman 
smptre.--Vo. 
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